Palliative care development in european care homes and nursing homes : application of a typology of implementation by Froggatt, Katherine et al.
JAMDA 18 (2017) 550.e7e550.e14JAMDA
journal homepage: www.jamda.comOriginal StudyPalliative Care Development in European Care Homes and Nursing
Homes: Application of a Typology of Implementation
Katherine Froggatt PhD a,*, Sheila Payne PhD a, Hazel Morbey PhD b,
Michaela Edwards PhD b, Harriet Finne-Soveri PhD c, Giovanni Gambassi PhD d,
H. Roeline Pasman PhD e, Katarzyna Szczerbinska MD, PhD f, Lieve Van den Block PhD g
on behalf of PACE
a International Observatory on End of Life Care, Lancaster University, Lancaster, United Kingdom
bDivision of Health Research, Lancaster University, Lancaster, United Kingdom
cNational Institute for Health and Welfare, Helsinki, Finland
dUniversità Cattolica del Sacro Cuoro, Rome, Italy
eAmsterdam Public Health Research Institute, Department of Public and Occupational Health, VU University Medical Center, Amsterdam, The
Netherlands
fUnit for Research on Aging Society, Department of Sociology of Medicine, Epidemiology and Preventive Medicine Chair, Faculty of Medicine,
Jagiellonian University Medical College, Krakow, Poland
gDepartment of Family Medicine and Chronic Care, End-of-Life Care Research Group, Vrije Universiteit Brussel (VUB) and Ghent University, Brussels,
BelgiumKeywords:
Palliative care
care homes
nursing homes
implementation
education
EuropeThe authors declare no conflicts of interest.
This study was funded by the European Union
gramme (FP7/ 2007e2013) under grant agreement 60
Care for Older People). The funders had no role in stu
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jamda.2017.02.016
1525-8610/ 2017 AMDA e The Society for Post-Acute
org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).a b s t r a c t
Background: The provision of institutional long-term care for older people varies across Europe reflecting
different models of health care delivery. Care for dying residents requires integration of palliative care
into current care work, but little is known internationally of the different ways in which palliative care is
being implemented in the care home setting.
Objectives: To identify and classify, using a new typology, the variety of different strategic, operational, and
organizational activities related to palliative care implementation in care homes across Europe.
Design and methods: We undertook a mapping exercise in 29 European countries, using 2 methods of
data collection: (1) a survey of country informants, and (2) a review of data from publically available
secondary data sources and published research. Through a descriptive and thematic analysis of the
survey data, we identified factors that contribute to the development and implementation of palliative
care into care homes at different structural levels. From these data, a typology of palliative care imple-
mentation for the care home sector was developed and applied to the countries surveyed.
Results: We identified 3 levels of palliative care implementation in care homes: macro (national/regional
policy, legislation, financial and regulatory drivers), meso (implementation activities, such as education,
tools/frameworks, service models, and research), and micro (palliative care service delivery). This ty-
pology was applied to data collected from 29 European countries and demonstrates the diversity of
palliative care implementation activity across Europe with respect to the scope, type of development,
and means of provision. We found that macro and meso factors at 2 levels shape palliative care
implementation and provision in care homes at the micro organizational level.
Conclusions: Implementation at the meso and micro levels is supported by macro-level engagement, but
can happen with limited macro strategic drivers. Ensuring the delivery of consistent and high-quality
palliative care in care homes is supported by implementation activity at these 3 levels. Understanding
where each country is in terms of activity at these 3 levels (macro, meso, and micro) will allow strategic
focus on future implementation work in each country.
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increased proportion of older people needing to access higher levels of
care and support services.1 For some older people living with multiple
complex health conditions, a decision will be made to move into a care
home when they are no longer able to live independently in their own
homes. Across Europe there is diversity in the national policy, funding,
and regulatory structures within which care homes operate.2 As resi-
dents in care homes becomemore frail, they may require palliative and
end-of-life care within these facilities. Health and social care staff
working within, and external to, the organization can provide this care.
The implementation of palliative care in care homes has received
increased international attention over the past 10 years. In 2013, A
European Association of Palliative Care (EAPC) Taskforce: Palliative
Care in Long-Term Care Settings for Older People, reported on how
palliative care was being developed in care homes in 13 European
countries. This Taskforce identified that different initiatives and in-
terventions were being developed and implemented.3,4 The PACE
(Comparing the effectiveness of PAlliative CarE for older people in
long-term care facilities in Europe) research program5 extends this
work in a second EAPC Taskforce: Mapping Palliative Care Systems in
Long-Term Care Facilities in Europe. This considers the development
of palliative care provision in care homes across a larger number of
European countries affiliated to the EAPC.
In the context of this study, the term “care home” is used to refer
to a collective institutional setting in which care is provided to older
people on-site 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, including facilities
with on-site and off-site nurses and medical staff.3 This term in-
cludes a range of facility types offering different levels of social and
health care.5 The term care home is concerned with long-term care
facilities based in the community, and does not include rehabilita-
tion or subacute facilities, as included in a recent nursing home
definition.6
Within palliative care, the mapping of palliative care provision is
well established in Europe.7e9 The focus of such work is on the pro-
vision of specialist palliative care in a range of settings, but limited
attention has been paid to specialist and generalist palliative care
provision in care home environments.7e9 The mapping work to date
has been cross-sectional, and the underlying methodology and reli-
ability of data sources used questioned.10 This static approach, also,
does not capture implementation activity that would promote the
ongoing development of palliative care into care home practice.Table 1
Definition and Scoring of 3 Levels of Implementation Activity
Level Definition Domains of Activity
Macro National or regional
drivers that support
palliative care provision
in care homes
 Policy directives/documents/strate
 Legislation
 Financial provision and mechanism
 Regulatory processes and quality a
processes
Meso Implementation
activities to support
the development of
palliative care in
care homes
 Education programs
 Tools/frameworks
 Services supporting long-term care
 Service development projects/rese
palliative care practice
Micro Extent of organizational
provision of palliative
care in care homes
 No evidence of palliative care activ
care homes in country
 Minimal activity: isolated example
care provision in care homes
 Some activity: examples of palliati
identified in some regions/provide
 Widespread activity: palliative car
care homes across different region
 Full activity palliative care provideAlthough implementation strategies across palliative care more
widely have been identified, using education process mapping, feed-
back, multidisciplinary meetings, and multifaceted approaches,11 they
lack a clear underlying rationale. There is therefore a need to underpin
the current interest in palliative care provision in care homes with an
empirically derived typology for implementation that can be used
internationally, nationally, and organizationally to monitor and
compare future activity by service providers, regulators, and policy
makers.
Aims and Objectives
The aim of the study was to map and classify different structures,
organizational models, and policies related to palliative care provision
in care homes in Europe. We report in this article on the following
specific objectives:
1. To describe existing formal palliative care structures or ser-
vices, organizations, and policies at local, regional, and national
levels that support the development and provision of palliative
care in care homes.
2. To develop a typology for palliative care implementation in
care homes.
Methods
We collected data from 29 European countries: Albania, Austria,
Belgium, Croatia Hrvatska, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland,
France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Latvia,
Lithuania, Luxembourg, The Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal,
Romania, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, and the United
Kingdom. We used 2 methods of data collection: (1) country mapping
survey and (2) documentary review.
Country Mapping Survey
In the country mapping survey, we sought to describe the broader
context for palliative care in care homes in each country, alongside the
identification of examples of initiatives undertaken to develop palliative
care in care homes.We aimed to identify country informants in asmany
European countries as possible. These were individuals with expertiseScoring
gies/guidelines
s
ssurance
1 point awarded for activity identified in
any 1 of these 4 domains
Range: 0e4
facilities
arch into
1 point awarded for activity identified in
any 1 of these 4 domains
Range: 0e4
ity in any
s of palliative
ve care provision
rs
e provided in some
s/providers
d in all care homes in country
Country scored on extent of palliative care
provision in care home organizations
 No activity: 0
 Minimal activity: 1
 Some activity: 2
 Widespread activity: 3
 Full activity: 4
Table 2
Examples of Domains of Macro-Level Activity
Domain Example
Policy directives/
documents/strategies/
guidelines
UK (England): National End-of-Life Care
strategy published in 2008 specifically
focuses on care homes as a place where
people die and require palliative
care provision
Legislation France: “Patients’ Rights and the End-of-Life”
Act (2005): explicit objective regarding
palliative care in care homes
Financial provision
and mechanisms
Poland: Palliative care can be funded through
care budgets in care homes depending on
type of facility
Regulatory processes and
quality assurance processes
Austria: Criteria for Palliative Care integrated
in the “National Certificate of Quality” for
nursing homes
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education experience, and links to other experts and specialist contacts
within their respective countries. We identified the informants through
their involvement in a previous study2 and partner organizations (the
EAPC, AGE Platform Europe, Alzheimer Europe, and the European
Forum for Primary Care). Informants were identified for 25 countries;
no contacts were found for 4 countries (Albania, Croatia Hrvatska,
Latvia, Romania). Country informants received a survey questionnaire,
developed by the research team, based on previous work.2 Data on the
country context were collected between 2014 and 2015 about the
following domains in each country: organization of care in care homes,
care homes as a place of death, types of care homes and terminology,
resident populations in care homes, funding status of care home pro-
viders (public, not-for-profit, private), funding of resident care, regula-
tion of care homes, and key drivers for change in care homes at national
and regional levels. Initiatives that promoted the provision of palliative
care in care homes were identified as exemplars of good practice,
alongside any perceived barriers to change.
Documentary Review
Data on the care home context and palliative care provision in this
setting were also sought from publically available international4%
55%
4 domains 3 domains 2 dom
Belgium
Albania, Croa a 
Hrvatska, Cyprus, 
Czech Republic, Denmark, 
Finland, Greece, Hungary, 
Iceland, Israel,
Latvia, Lithuania, 
Luxembourg, Portugal,
Romania, Turkey
Fig. 1. Number of macro domains engagestatistics from the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and
Development, research studies focused on mapping long-term care12
and palliative care,8 and national reports and country-level statistics.
This provided contextual data to supplement the data provided by
country informants and some data for the 4 countries for which sur-
veys were not received.
The data collected from the mapping survey and documentary
review were collated by country and domain, and then compared
across countries by the domains of interest. We used an adapted ty-
pology of organizational change3 based on work by Ferlie and Short-
ell13 to classify the drivers for change and initiatives being undertaken
to develop palliative care in care homes. We focus here on 3 levels of
implementation activity that support the development of palliative
care in care homes in a country: macro-, meso-, and micro-level ac-
tivity (Table 1). We scored each country for each of the 3 levels based
on evidence identified from the survey and secondary data sources.Findings
The long-term care context in each country and the specific ex-
amples on international, national, and organizational initiatives are
described elsewhere.14 Here we consider the development and
implementation of palliative care provision and related activities in
care homes across countries.Macro: National and Regional Levels
The macro-level drivers for the implementation of palliative care in
care homes at a national and regional level (eg, province, state, canton)
reflect the different ways inwhich health and social care legislation and
policies are enacted in individual countries. We classified the drivers
into 4 main types: policy, legislation, financial, and regulatory (Table 2).
Through this classification it is possible to see the extent to which there
is specific attention paid to palliative care provision in care homes at a
national/regional level (Figure 1; Supplementary Data 1).
Only7%(n¼2)of countries addressedpalliativecareprovision incare
homes at a national or regional level either in 4 (Belgium) or 3 (United
Kingdom) domains (Figure 1). More than half of the countries surveyed
(55%; n ¼ 16) (Albania, Croatia Hrvatska, Cyprus, Czech Republic,3%
21%
17%
ains 1 domain 0 domains
UK
Austria, Italy, Netherlands, 
Poland, Sweden, Switzerland
France, Germany, Ireland, 
Norway, Spain, 
d with across 20 European countries.
Table 3
Examples of Meso-Level Implementation Activities
Implementation Activity Example
Education/training Denmark: Education project in 6 facilities in which palliative care competencies for staff addressed through
multidisciplinary education as part of wider staff competency development in the care homes setting.
Germany: Deutsche Palliative Stiftung (German Palliative Care Foundation) developed training manuals for care
home staff.
Tools/frameworks (eg, care
pathways, checklists, quality
assurance processes,
organizational change programs)
Iceland: The Liverpool Care pathway for the last days of life was introduced into facilities in the metropolitan rea
of Reykjavík.
Sweden: Use of the Palliative Care registry ensures regular review of care and quality assurance processes in place.
United Kingdom: Gold Standards Framework for Care Homes: A program of organizational change that provides a
structured process of change to improve palliative care provision in care homes.
Service models (services supporting
care homes to deliver palliative care)
Croatia Hrvatska: Croatian Association of Hospice Friends visits nursing homes regularly.
Luxembourg: Hospice at home teams support residents in care homes.
Service development/research
(projects or research into palliative
care practice in care homes)
Belgium: Introduction of the guideline for implementation of palliative care in care homes was led by the Federation
Palliative Care Flanders.
Ireland: Undertaken a “Let Me Decide” project to introduce a care planning intervention into care homes supported by
the Irish Hospice Foundation.
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Luxembourg, Portugal, Romania, Turkey) had no evidence of any activity
in any national/regional domain. Eight countries addressed palliative
careprovision incarehomes inpolicydocuments (Austria,Belgium, Italy,
Netherlands, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom) and 7
countries had addressed this through regulatory processes (Austria,
Belgium, Germany, Ireland, Poland, Switzerland, United Kingdom).
Meso-Level Implementation Activities
At ameso level, implementation of palliative carewas promoted by
development activities that were provided by a range of bodies
(nongovernmental organizations, palliative care providers, care home
providers) and were delivered across more than 1 facility. Four types
of implementation activity were identified, building on the work of
van Riet Paap et al.11 We classified meso-level activities as follows:
education and training, use of tools/frameworks, service models
supporting care homes, and service development projects or research
into palliative care practice (Table 3). These activities could be un-
dertaken nationally or regionally or even within organizations. Based
on the data provided, we rated each country, according to the evi-
dence available, for the presence of each type of implementation ac-
tivity (Figure 2; Supplementary Data 2).
In 28% (n ¼ 8) countries (Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Germany,
Ireland, Netherlands, Switzerland, United Kingdom) there was1
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Fig. 2. Extent of meso-levevidence of all 4 types of implementation activities. In just under half
of the countries there was no evidence of any activity type (Albania,
Cyprus, Latvia, Lithuania, Portugal, Romania, Spain, Turkey) (28%;
n ¼ 8) or only 1 type of activity (Croatia Hrvatska, Finland, Greece,
Hungary, Israel, Italy) (21%; n ¼ 6). The most frequent activities pre-
sent were the use of service provision models (62%; n ¼ 18) and ed-
ucation activity (59%; n ¼ 17). However, there are no consistent data
on the educational programs in terms of their length or the level of
curriculum. Within countries, activity also could vary by facility type.
For example, in Poland, staff education is a requirement for staff
working in nursing homes, but service provision through hospice at
home services can be delivered only in social care facilities.
Micro Level of Engagement
The micro level refers to the proportion of care homes in each
country that are directly engaged in providing palliative care for their
residents. There are no central registries of care home engagement in
palliative care provision, so the assessments are necessarily crude
(Figure 3; Supplemental Data 3). There is currently no evidence of
palliative care provision in care homes in 17% (n ¼ 5) of countries
(Albania, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Turkey), minimal activity in 42%
(n ¼ 12) of countries (Croatia Hrvatska, Cyprus, Czech Republic,
Finland, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Israel, Italy, Poland, Portugal,
Spain), some activity in 17% (n ¼ 5) of countries (Denmark, France,Hu
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el activity by country.
17%
42%
17%
24%
0 - No ac vity
1- Minimal ac vity
2 - Some ac vity
3 - Widespread ac vity
Albania, Latvia, Lithuania, 
Romania, Turkey
Denmark, France, 
Germany, Luxembourg, 
Norway
Austria, Belgium, Ireland, 
Netherlands, Sweden 
Switzerland, UK
Croa a Hrvatska, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Finland, 
Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Israel, Italy, 
Poland, Portugal, Spain,
Fig. 3. Extent of micro-level palliative care development activity.
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of countries (Austria, Belgium, Ireland, Netherlands, Sweden,
Switzerland, United Kingdom). In no country is there evidence of
palliative care provision in all care home facilities.
It is also possible to represent visually the level of meso- and
micro-level activity in each country (Figure 4).
Figure 4 shows that countries in which we identified greater evi-
dence of meso-level activities also showed greater micro-level
engagement in palliative care delivery in care home organizations.
In some countries, there are a full range of implementation initiatives,
and a large proportion of facilities are providing palliative care
(Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Switzerland, Ireland, Netherlands, United
Kingdom). Some countries are engaging with these issues but not yet
to the higher levels of activity (Germany, France, Luxembourg, Nor-
way). There are many countries with no, or minimal meso and micro
activity, around a palliative care provision in care homes (Croatia
Hrvatska, Cyprus, Finland, Greece, Hungary, Israel, Italy, Latvia,
Lithuania, Portugal, Romania, Spain, Turkey).Fig. 4. Comparing meso- and micro-levelDiscussion
This study has provided the first international overview of a
palliative care provision and development in care home settings. It
proposes a new typology to categorize palliative care implementation
in care homes on three levels.
The implementation of palliative care into care homes depends on
many factors. Palliative care in this setting is generally not well sup-
ported at national or regional levels by enforceable mechanisms, such
as legislation or regulation. Legislation influences issues such as staffing
levels, staff qualifications, and any obligation for palliative care training
and facility accreditation/licensing. Nonenforcable national policy di-
rectives and guidelines on palliative care provision are oftenwritten for
application in any care setting and do not necessarily pay specific
attention to the context of care in care homes. Funding policy, can
facilitate or hinder the implementation of palliative services in care
homes. Funding models for care can create opportunities for new care
models, such as palliative care, through funding for specialist types ofactivity across 29 European countries.
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ationalized and implemented at an organizational (micro) level, leading
to further variance within countries.
The World Health Organization Public Health Strategy for Palliative
Care15 proposes that appropriate policies, availability of education and
training, availability of medicine, and implementation across all levels
of society are required to develop palliative care at a country level. This
reflects wider knowledge about approaches to changewithin the health
care system, requiring attention at all levels of the system.13 This is also
the case for palliative care in care homes. It has been previously iden-
tified that education and training are required to support the devel-
opment of palliative care in care homes, but these are not sufficient in
themselves,16 so an appropriate policy framework specific to these
settings is also needed. However, evenwith the existing policy in place,
this will not necessarily ensure the implementation of palliative care
practices within organizations unless the policy is supported by effec-
tive implementation processes that include education, and also address
how change can be facilitated in the organization.
Overall, we identified low levels of palliative care development and
delivery in care homes. The variation in palliative care development in
care homes reflects the origins of palliative care and the extent to
which it is still often primarily cancer-focused palliative care in some
countries.7,8 Interestingly, this low level of palliative care activity in
care homes does not reflect prior findings on the global mapping of
specialist palliative care development in countries commissioned by
the Worldwide Palliative Care Alliance17 (Supplementary Data 4). A
number of countries that were previously classified as being at levels
4a and 4b, indicating “preliminary or advanced integration of pallia-
tive care intomainstream services” are clearly not currently integrated
with the care home sector. For example, Finland, Hungary, Israel,
Romania, and Spain, although indicating integration of specialist
palliative care into services (usually hospitals or care in the commu-
nity), have little evidence of a countrywide focus on palliative care
provision in care homes at the macro, meso, or micro level.
We note that, between countries, there is a great diversity in the
amount and quality of data available, reflecting the status of care
home organization within and across countries; and the dynamic
situation with respect to funding and ongoing organizational change
within countries. The use of self-reported data from expert informants
in countries has provided insight into activities in the different
countries, but this does not provide a comprehensive overview of all
activity in a country, as regional differences can distort patterns of
service provision.
Conclusions
At a time of great demographic change and increased financial
pressures, care homes are an important component of the health and
social care economy, especially for a significant proportion of frail
older people. They are also the place where these people will expe-
rience their dying and deaths. Macro and meso factors at two levels
shape palliative care development and provision in care homes at the
micro organizational level. Across Europe there is generally a limited
strategic engagement through macro-level activity, such as specificlegislation, policy guidelines, regulation, or funding mechanisms.
Development at the meso and micro levels is supported by macro-
level engagement, but also can happen with limited macro strategic
drivers. This implementation typology offers a structurewith which to
review the extent of nationally led and locally supported palliative
care activity and development in care homes, and through which to
direct future activity.Acknowledgments
The authors thank the other members of the European Association
of Palliative Care Mapping Palliative Care Systems in Long-Term Care
Facilities in Europe Taskforce steering group members: Maude
Luherne, Borja Arrue (Age Platform Europe), Nele Van Den Noortgate
(Belgium).References
1. Hall S, Petkova H, Tsouros AD, et al. Palliative Care for Older People: Better
Practices. Denmark: World Health Organization; 2011.
2. Tolson D, Rolland Y, Katz P, et al. An international survey of nursing homes.
J Am Med Dir Assoc 2013;14:459e462.
3. Froggatt K, Reitinger E. Palliative Care in Term Care Settings for Older People.
Report of an EAPC Taskforce 2010e2012. Milan: European Association of
Palliative Care; 2013.
4. Froggatt K, Morbey H. Development of palliative care in log-term settings. In:
Van den Block L, Albers G, Pereira AM, et al., editors. Palliative Care for Older
People. A Public Health Perspective. Oxford: Oxford University Press; 2015.
p. 31e43.
5. Van den Block L, Smets T, van Dop N, et al. Comparing Palliative Care in
Care Homes Across Europe (PACE): Protocol of a cross-sectional study of
deceased residents in 6 EU countries. J Am Med Dir Assoc 2016;17:566.
e1e566.e7.
6. Sanford AM, Orrell M, Tolson D, et al. An international definition for “nursing
home”. J Am Med Dir Assoc 2015;16:181e184.
7. Centeno C, Clark D, Lynch T, et al. EAPC Atlas of Palliative Care in Europe. Milan:
EAPC Press; 2007.
8. Centeno C, Lynch T, Donea O, et al. EAPC Atlas of Palliative Care in Europe
2013eFull edition. Milan: EAPC Press; 2013.
9. Woitha K, Garralda E, Martin-Moreno M, et al. Ranking of palliative care
development in the countries of the European Union. J Pain Symptom Manage
2016;52:370e377.
10. Loucka M, Payne SA, Brearley S. How to measure the international develop-
ment of palliative care? A critique and discussion of current approaches. J Pain
Symptom Manage 2014;47:154e165.
11. van Riet Paap J, Vernoooij-Dassen M, Sommerbakk R, et al. Implementation of
improvement strategies in palliative care: An integrative review. Implement
Sci 2015;10:103.
12. Riedel M, Kraus M. The Organization of Formal Long-term Care for the Elderly.
Results from the 21 European Country Studies in the ANCIEN Project. ENEPRI
Research Report No. 95; 2011. Available at: www.ancien-longtermcare.eu.
Accessed March 25, 2017.
13. Ferlie EB, Shortell SM. Improving the quality of health care in the United
Kingdom and the United States: A framework for change. Milbank Q 2001;79:
281e315.
14. Froggatt K, Arrue B, Edwards M, et al. Mapping Palliative Care Systems in Long
Term Care Facilities in Europe: Report of an EAPC Taskforce. Milan: European
Association of Palliative Care; 2017.
15. Stjernsward J, Foley KM, Ferris FD. The public health strategy for palliative care.
J Pain Symptom Manage 2007;33:486e493.
16. Froggatt K. Palliative care and nursing homes: Where next? Palliat Med 2001;
15:42e48.
17. Lynch T, Connor S, Clark D. Mapping levels of palliative care development: A
global update. J Pain Symptom Manage 2013;45:1094e1106.
K. Froggatt et al. / JAMDA 18 (2017) 550.e7e550.e14 550.e13Appendix Supplementary Data 2
Meso: Implementation ActivitiesSupplementary Data 1
Macro: National/Regional Activity
Country Policies Legislation Regulation Funding Score
Albania 0 0 0 0 0
Austria 1 0 1 0 2
Belgium 1 1 1 1 4
Croatia Hrvatska 0 0 0 0 0
Cyprus 0 0 0 0 0
Czech Republic 0 0 0 0 0
Denmark 0 0 0 0 0
Finland 0 0 0 0 0
France 0 1 0 0 1
Germany 0 0 1 0 1
Greece 0 0 0 0 0
Hungary 0 0 0 0 0
Iceland 0 0 0 0 0
Ireland 0 0 1 0 1
Israel 0 0 0 0 0
Italy 0 1 0 1 2
Latvia 0 0 0 0 0
Lithuania 0 0 0 0 0
Luxembourg 0 0 0 0 0
Netherlands 1 0 0 1 2
Norway 1 0 0 0 1
Poland 0 0 1 1 2
Portugal 0 0 0 0 0
Romania 0 0 0 0 0
Spain 1 0 0 0 1
Sweden 1 0 0 1 2
Switzerland 1 0 1 0 2
Turkey 0 0 0 0 0
United Kingdom 1 0 1 1 3
Total 8 3 7 6
Country Education Tools/
Frameworks
Service
Models
Projects/
Research
Score
Albania 0 0 0 0 0
Austria 1 1 1 1 4
Belgium 1 1 1 1 4
Croatia Hrvatska 0 0 1 0 1
Cyprus 0 0 0 0 0
Czech Republic 1 0 1 0 2
Denmark 1 1 1 1 4
Finland 1 0 0 0 1
France 1 0 1 0 2
Germany 1 1 1 1 4
Greece 1 0 0 0 1
Hungary 0 0 1 0 1
Iceland 1 1 1 0 3
Ireland 1 1 1 1 4
Israel 0 0 1 0 1
Italy 0 0 1 0 1
Latvia 0 0 0 0 0
Lithuania 0 0 0 0 0
Luxembourg 1 0 1 0 2
Netherlands 1 1 1 1 4
Norway 1 0 1 0 2
Poland* 1 0 1 0 2
Portugal 0 0 0 0 0
Romania 0 0 0 0 0
Spain 0 0 0 0 0
Sweden 1 1 0 0 2
Switzerland 1 1 1 1 4
Turkey 0 0 0 0 0
United Kingdom 1 1 1 1 4
*In Polish Type 2 facilities (which have on-site nurses) only hospice at home
services can visit to support residents. In Polish Type 1 facilities (which have on-site
nurses and doctors) basic education in palliative care for all nursing staff is a
requirement.
Supplementary Data 3
Micro: Palliative Care Service Provision in Care Homes
Country Score
Albania 0
Austria 3
Belgium 3
Croatia Hrvatska 1
Cyprus 1
Czech Republic 1
Denmark 2
Finland 1
France 2
Germany 2
Greece 1
Hungary 1
Iceland 1
Ireland 3
Israel 1
Italy 1
Latvia 0
Lithuania 0
Luxembourg 2
Netherlands 3
Norway 2
Poland 1
Portugal 1
Romania 0
Spain 1
Sweden 3
Switzerland 3
Turkey 0
United Kingdom 3
Micro: Delivery of care: 0, No activity; 1, Minimal activity; 2, Some activity; 3,
Widespread activity; 4, Full activity.
Supplementary Data 4
World Palliative Care Association Country Classification17
Country Macro Meso Micro Score Classification
Belgium 4 4 3 11 4b
United Kingdom 3 4 3 10 4b
Austria 2 4 3 9 4b
Netherlands 2 4 3 9 4a
Ireland 1 4 3 8 4b
Germany 1 4 2 7 4b
Norway 1 4 2 7 4b
Switzerland 2 2 3 7 4b
Denmark 0 4 2 6 4a
France 1 2 2 5 4b
Poland 2 2 1 5 4b
Sweden 2 0 3 5 4b
Iceland 0 3 1 4 4b
Italy 2 1 1 4 4b
Luxembourg 0 2 2 4 4a
Czech Republic 0 2 1 3 3b
Portugal 0 2 1 3 3b
Croatia Hrvatska 0 1 1 2 3b
Finland 0 1 1 2 4a
Greece 0 1 1 2 3a
Hungary 0 1 1 2 4a
Israel 0 1 1 2 4a
Spain 1 0 1 2 4a
Cyprus 0 0 1 1 3b
Albania 0 0 0 0 3b
Latvia 0 0 0 0 3a
Lithuania 0 0 0 0 3b
Romania 0 0 0 0 4b
Turkey 0 0 0 0 3b
Key: 4b, advanced integration into mainstream service provision; 4a, preliminary
integration into mainstream service provision; 3b, generalized palliative care pro-
vision; 3a, isolated palliative care provision.
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